' DOCUMENT EESOHE- . -

7 ED 143 926 . o ' ' ' &G 011 703

AUTHOR . Goor, Jeannette; Schroeder, Anlta - -~ ¢ 3
TITLE , Job Placement Sérvices Provided by Pubidc School L
Do . Systems in’ the United, States, 1976: o »

+ INSTITUTION . National Center. for Eﬁf%qtlon Statistics (DHEW), v o

L ‘ g Washington, D«C. . o

: . SPONS AGENCY Westat Research, ch., Rockv;lle, Md. - T T o

¢f , REPORT NO " FRSS=2 o . : °

* DPUBDATE, .76 - ’ e

" NOTE 22p.; Appendices may n:t reproduce clearly due to

: - - : small . type . -

~"~ EDRS PRICE '’ HF-$O 83 HC°$1 67 Plus Postage.

' DESCRIPTORS '~ *Dropout$; *Guidance Counseling; *High hool ™.
’ - Gradtates; *Job Placement; Program Evalualion; SchooY ~ L

g Districtss *School Services; , Secondary Edu ation; / .° K
cos Statist;oal Studies; *Student Placement' rvéys
-ABSTR ACT ; wy
. i v This report is the second i the Fast Response surv

Syster (FRSS) series of studies on current, policy-related issues.
The objective -of the FPRSS.is to provide quick national estimdtes of °
_ key data that are needed for planning and policy purposes. The survey
: that resulted in this_report was conducted at the request of the -
» . office of the Assistant Secretary for Education (OASE). .Its purpose
¢ was to obtain a nationwide overview of the” type and amount of formal
job placement assistance provided by school districts for their high
. - ,school students, graduates'and dropcuts. (Author) /ﬂ

. s
. . ® - . .
. - . - SN
d - Pl \-{i ¢
B , .o . . -
- . , . . R .

°

4

PRI - ;%ﬁ . < . '

. **t*****#****miﬁ****#***:***#********#*f******************************t
e X Doculents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished - % .

.5, * materials not available from other sourcés. ERIC makes every effort #

%, -to’obtain the best copy available. Jevertheless, iteas of ‘marginal . *

* reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the guality #

* of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available ¢ ‘
1“ﬂ * via the ERIC Document Reproductionr Service . (EDRS). EDRS is not’ R T
Lo responsible for the quality of the original d0cunent.,Reproductlons * .

* .supplied by EDRS are the-best that can be made from-the original. *
*******::*****************************#***********************¢*******#

-

ﬁ%m%
.

Pl ‘ . . . N
. . . Lo P
. . ., . . . O 3
. B 4 . . . . , ' . . -
.. . , - B . At e \ . %



A g c@

Fast Response Survey Syste'

Job
Placement ..
Services

‘Provided by -

oA gt

Publnc Scheol Systems: -
in the Unlted States, “1976

US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, ¢
EDUCATION & WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EDUCATION

THIS OOCUMENT .HAS BEEN REPRO-
OUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN
ATING T ROINTS OF VIEW GR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARMY REPRE.
SENY OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
QUCATION POSITION OR POLICY




-

+  -ment Serv1ces

7

'Y Availability of Formal Job Place~

I

of’ the Nation's 11 600 “school
districts with gradesf’ 11 and 12, 44
percent (5,161) repogted formal job
placement programs ﬁn fall 1976.

"Among the 5,1 districts with
placement programs ‘93 percent served
enrolled students g
served graduates éha/or oropouts

* .Growth of Placement Services

-

Of ‘the sthpol district job place-
ment programs rgqported in 1976, 58 per-
cent have been #n existence only five
years ‘'or less, a 29 percent, three
years or 1ess. About a fifth of alkl-
reported programs were started our1ng

1974, a higher proportien than in any
) other sxngle year. - ¥ i
H ~
] XE? of Placement Serv1ce ' MR
ﬁ ‘ .? -’
* . ahong typeSaof placemeht s&izéces
offere&—by school dlstr1ct , progr

"referral to job openings" * and *ingtruc-
tion in job search techn1ques"°are
almost universal (92 and 87 percent of
programs respect1vely) "Job. order
tak1ng and listing," "placement fol- .
lqwup, .and "acti job solicitation,/”
were each of\fered!i about three-"

nd almost two- th1rds.

HIGHLIGHTS
“fifths of the proggams., N

J grams provid

. *Users of Services e

-

[ .

~

) Accessibilityfof Sdrvices,
. : 4 .
Ninety-two percert of the pro-
their services at the,
school site aloneé or at a comhination
of the central school district gite

and local employment service 1oCation.
¢ v ' -
e, . - Staff for“Placement Programs .

About half (54. percent) of the
distric reporting” programs were
using omly their own staff; another
38 percent, were operating thﬁoqgh e
docal employment services as well; the
remainder had arrangements ysipg local
employment services only. - - -

-

N ]

Of the districts with placement
programs.g about two~thirds estimated
that fewer *than 40 percent of their ,,%
students and school leavers.made use
of their services each year. 'In fact,
half of the districts reported less
than 30 percent use. .

-
«

} Size of, Districts with Programs

Larger school distritts are more
Fikely than smaller, diStricgs to have
formal placement programs. .
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FOREWORD

L n ) ’ / T
v ' ) . \ A . . ¢
This report is the second in the Fast Response Survey‘System (FRSS) series
of stuaies on current, policy-related”isdues. The objective of the FRSS is ta _~-
proviae guick national estimates of,key data'that.,are needed Egc pYanning and—7
policy purposes. 8 - g*\\LV// : . B
. . . ] - - ’ , - ) il
The survey that resultea in this repgrt was conaucted at the request of
the Office of the Assrstant Secretagxy 'for Education (OASE), ItS purpose was to
> obtain a nationwlae overview of the type and amount of formal jéb\placedeng
assistance proviaea by schoel districts for their high school stuaents, graau-
ates, and dropouts. ’

. * .
™~¢

Supervision of the FRSS activities, the system, and the SG?VS¥k;S the
, responsibility of Jeanette Goor, Project Officer, Natiahal Center Eaucation
.Statistics (NCES). wWestat, Inc. ceveloped the sygtem ana conauctea the *survey
unaer contract with NCES. Anita Schroeaer directea thevproject for Westat.
.Barry Stern of the OASE oraginated the guestiomw=ana proviaed guiaance
on the subject. matter coverage. . The guestionnaire was fusther aevelopea 1in-
coordination with Tony Fantac: ana Oscar Gjernes of the U.S. Employment Service,
Department of Labor. During the planning, liaison was maintainea with the Data
Acquisition Subcommittee (through its Fast Résponse Panel) of the Committéé of
Evaluation ana Information Systems (CEIS). of the Council of Chief State Schoal
officers. /State Education Coordinators supported the survey’by providing liai~
son with school districts, which, dn turn, cooperated by respdnding gquickiy. e-
Assistance of these individuals and ordanizatiqns is grateﬁglly acknowledged.
¢ - -
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There ha~
ness in recent
students requ’
the transitio
Counseling an
primarily fog
ning to contp
high schovl
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. . INTRODUCTION ' ™. . .
~ \
. .

been-increased -aware-
years that work-bound
e assistance to ease
from school to work.
guidance services hawe
-ed on' the students
lue their education after
Although most report's on

lan=

view of the arrangements for formal
job placement services being prov1ded
by local school districts to clients
with 'specified edugational status --
students, graduates, and dropouts.
Information about types of placement
services offered was requested by
means of a checklist in question 2.

e’

* the transit of young=people from
schoo)] to wik recommend that job
placement sffrvices be provided to
facilitate his transition, no data

have been fvailable to reflect the ex-
termt or nglure of such services for,
" the natlg s high school students.,

The studies that had heen done were
neithér currént nor nationwides 1in ’-
scope. . 7
. . . .

This :xxeport' documents for the
first time the extent of-Job placer
ment services provided .by ‘local educa-
tion agencies (LEAs), working erther - .
_alone or in collaboration with the
U.S. Employment Service and other
'agenc1es. It 1s bagsed on a survey
mailed at the end of September 1976
to a-nationally representative sample
of LEAs with grades 11 andg 12. .-

7

g

T The questionnaire used in thf&‘ .
survey conta1ned four questions.” Ques-
tion 1 was intended to obtain an overs

3

Question 3 obtairned ihformatiop about
the accessibility or convenience of
the placement services in terms of .
location of services: qn the scheol
site, in a central location,
a combination of the two.
of the penetratlon of the placemént
program in the school distract was
requested- in question 4a, which asked
for the.percentage of students and
those who léft school. (dropouts and
graduates) who annually availed them-
selvestof placement services. Fi-
nally, the number of years that the
school district had beer'prdviding
formal ' job placement assistance was

requested 1n guestion 4b to get some

historicdl perspective. ®

Data obtained. by the survey--on
the nature, extent,
of “formal LEA jJob placemen
programs--provide an overview of the
school district programs and the ser-
vices that they have been rendering.

. :

’

J

-

or through
An estimate

and chg{acteristlcs
assistance
o
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The Survey of Job Placement-ﬁg—
sistance,. conducted in fall 1976, was
sent, to a'sample ‘of 520 local edura-
tion agencies (LEAs), of which 93
percent (482) responded. A summary o
the methodology is given in appgndxx
Only school disgtricts having at least
one school with grades 11 apd' 12 were
considered to be Within. the scope of
the survey, School districts Xeport-,
ing in gquestion 1 that they had no
formal-job placement program, as de-
fined in the questxonnglre (appendix
«II), were not required to complete th
. balance of the survey form,

.This re-
port discusses the findifigs of the e\_t'

1n tetms of the extent and

of the placement programs and
charactéristics of school dis-
with such programs, -

survey
nature
of the
tricts

i €

Table l.-—SChool district job plageme
United Stqpes, fall 1978

sunvgy FINDINGS ‘-\
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1 ‘ -

< , )

Y - R
‘g« -
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Extent and Nature og Placement Programs

In all, 5,161 (4;4 percernﬁof the

11,637, school distrigts with grades 11
'f and 12 répresesed inv.this study pro-
I. vided formal jo placehent programsy
These school dxstrxcts’qncluded 66 per-
cent of the Nat;on s segondary enroll-
_ment., § ’
\ Q
Most (93 percent) of the dxstrxcts
with placement programs $eiv@d stude
still in school and abaut, two-thiras:
e served gradpates.and dropputs.- Almost
" all the programs®serving Yraduates and
those serving dropouts also served.en-
S rQlled students. All thtbe types of
clients--studénts, gradua%es, and drop-
outs~-were served by .-about half (54s
percent) of the programs. T e "
shows the numbers of -school distrxcts
providing services to each type_ and
combinaton of client" types.

¢ .

qf programs by type of client served:

. .2 . v
2 .o * ! . *
) \ J- . . —(7
. Pertent of all’ Percent of &ll,
Number of _aistricts with .districts with
- distyricts grades 11 and 12 placement programs
' ’
Total districts with ' . * . ’ -
.grades 11 and 12 11,637 & 100
sttrxcts with place- bt
ment programs . 5,161 . . 44 ) ) .
serving# ’
Students ~y . 4,814 RS S
Graduates , = 3,329 29 .
- Dropouts - 3,188 - 27 .
Students, graduates, k .
N and dropouts . .
J combined o 2,798 24 °
Students ‘and gradu- . v ! -
atds combiqed 3,325 T 29
Students and dropouts : - T o
combined 3,181 27
Graduates and d}ob- ! "} N
outs combined 2,803 24 O ..
T - r 4 -
> . .
- \ v, “4 - 1" ‘ ! i
: ) ¢ - ' 8 ;

~n
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‘. School district placgment programs Eervices" reported By schools sdistricts’
offered a variety of services. Almost were: teaching technigues in test-
- ‘ - all (92 percent) offered "referral to taking and completing job applications, ¢
‘ job openings," and 87 percent. offere proyzdlng bransportatxon to interview .
. *instruction in 3ob search technlques. sites,, giving- bnStrgctdop in employ- .. .
Table 2 gives the numbers of dlstrldt ab,\ll;/éy skills, and‘providing an .
! that provided each sérvice lfst:eqo .~ ipstruction materials, library. ’ -
) the questionnaire. Some of the " h t’ T . .
’ . 2 . -k * h —
- ) Table 2.-<Typés of serv1ces provzded b): scho 1 district Job placement programs:
- United. sta:es,, fall 1746 s ‘. . ‘ .
- . . . \ ‘
- \;; . - ? - ' . .
. : ; o/ Numper of districts |Percént of districts ’
. \‘. Type of‘placem‘ent‘ servig pyoviding, serv\icg‘ providing service
. . oY - . . " .
- 7 - | 3
! .\ ' .
s L WY Total number of districts . 5,161 v - -
- Regerr'al'tq Job openings / 4,753 ) .92
) . A .
¢ . . ‘Instru€tion in job-sear¢h) y - “ .
' . ’ techniques 4,494 87 - .
K - 3 C.; // : . v o~ . . ' -
. ’ Job order taking and 3,202 62~ :
‘\ . . d il .
P}ace'gent fgllow—up,' 3,182 ) ; 62 . .
.. . . Job solicitation ‘ 3,028 59
) ~t © Other services 358 - M
' - . : Y
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Formal job placement programs
. were relatively new“~o many &f—the
. .— school districts. Fifty-eight percent.
> « of the school districts offering ser-
vices in 1976 had had formal programs
for five years or less. About tWenty-
nine percent of the districts had pro-

. .
~

amendmegts to the Vocational Education
Act (blGck grants under Part B) per~’
mitted localities to wuse vocational -
_education moniessfor school placement T
services., The impetus for a number

of school djstricts to take advantage

of this oppoytunity may have been the

ERd

.
P A v providea by enic:

_grams thdt were three or fewer years spurt in unemployment among youth 16 3 :
old. The peak years for growth appea to 19 years of ager-from 12.2 percent ..’
- . to Have been 1971, 1974, 1970, and 1966. in 1960 to 16.9. percent in 197}. .,
Tahle 3 shows the percentage of “school . This may account for the“peak estab- * e
districts with formal placement programs lishment of 21 percent of placement -,
by the ‘age’ of.the program. . - programs during the year 1971, as . Y
. ‘ * . shown in Table 3, -, ' - R .
\ It may 79 significant that the Lo E ‘ )
. ) . P . .
L . . V™ )
. : S ¢ . = . e
. Table 3,--Sc¢hool district job placément programs by age of program: United : -
L . + States, fall 1976 ; T : C e
~ . N e 2 ‘ ' . ;o .
: Pl ‘ - N ! "/‘ . ‘
. Number of'years «  Year of Percent of districtsy [Cumulative :
. program had been offered establishmgnt initiating progrdms percent ¢ -
R ‘ USRS ) o - T . .
* —- — . = ; & ]
1 . . 1975 ~ 5 " 5 Y .
2 1974 A5 20 * e e -,
. 3 1973 9 29 - i
. 4 . e 1972 8 . 37 .
.5 1971 - 21 © 58 N . \.
6- ‘ 1970 11 169 ! 4
‘ 7 1969 . 2 .. 71 ‘e
. . 8 . 1968~ ) 77 .
9 ) 1967 2 - * 79 .
* . 10 ° - b 1966 f AN 10 89 A
11-15° - 196)1-1965 i 5 o .94
16-20 . 7, 1956-1960 . . 45 , ‘99 g
21 or more ~ 1955 .and earlier 1 - om 100 - /
- 13 . . v . . . -
h" . 4 I_—_-> - - ’ .
L__; o ‘ \:h - Co. : s - -
« » ¥ . - 2
- e ' N R ! M -
< '] "~ * -
) . ? . ‘ '
Al . ¢
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In order to obtain a measur&Gf
the accessibility of plgcement ser-
vices to the users, school districts

were requested to give the location at.

which students were provided-assist-
ance. Table 4 shows the tumbtrs of

school’ aistricts prowiding job place-

.

’ Table 4 .,--8chool district job placement programs by location of services:

States, fall 1976 .

’

ment services at various locations.
Ninety-two percent of the distnicts
with placement programg reported thﬁt
the 'school site was used; either alone
(54 percent) or in cpmbinat1on with ‘a
centrally located site (38 percent).,

N K .

United

. - v

3 L

Location of services

.

o -

'Number of School .Percent of school

distracvs offering

. services at each .

location

districts offering .
services at. each
locatxon 1/

Total school districts with job
placemerit programs

Central local, education agency
.location only

Central local employment serv1ce
location only

Combina'taon of central locatron '
«nd school ‘site

School site only

Other locationycomhination

No services offered at any locatiorr
‘for at least one school

v
.

(3

-

12

l/ A small proport1on of school d1str1cts did not provide services at._the same
*

locatiop for all schools.

These dxstr1cts check#d more than one quest1onna1re
lipe, thus resulting 1n‘a duplicated count.

In addition, about 0.2 percent of

thé districts providing services did not p:ovxde these services to atl high °

Lo schools 1n the district.

)
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- The degree,of coordination be-
tween school district placement’ pro-
grams. and other. agency programs was
investigated by including a question:*

on the type of arrangement used for
providing placement services for each

* type o

client-~students, graduates,

and dropouts.

Three categories of

staffing arrangements were listed on

the questionnaire.

They were:

(1)

§chool d1str1ct staff,

(2) formalized

]

.

\ ]

“(LES) staff. T ek

“ Local education agency (LEA)
staff was used in almost all of the
placement programs, either exclusively
or in combination with LES: staff, The
LES staff participated. in about one-
half of allthe job.placement programs
offered by the districts. Table 5
shows the percentages of LEAs pro-
viding placement services for stu-

e LY

ar{angement'w1th local employm

servige (LES),

.

.'o..

and (3) both sc¢ ool
district and local employment service -

dents, graduatest
" JLtype of staffing

b3

.

and dropouts.by Ehe
arrangement.. .o~

‘Téﬁlgés.——BEICeni of school d1str1cts prov1d1ng job placement serv1ces by type

of client and staffing arrangement: United States, fall 1976
P ) A, o —— N '
- _ - . Vs 2 z
LEA | LES "4 Both ~c s
Type of client ., 1 Total |[staff | staff LEA and Total LEA Total LES
) only only LES staff jinvolvement {involvement
- (1| @ 4 (3) (4) (2) #(4) | (3) # (4)
R - . X T <~ K" - 0
. Students ., * ..»F| 100 | 54 8 38 92" 46 .
Graduates ', 100 49 6 * 45 94" - 51
Dropouts 100 49 © 7 44 93 " !
. RN
- 4 : . . . v
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. The pattern of staffing arrange-
mehts for providsng job placement -
services yaried according to the
length of time the formal program had
been in operation, ¢The most recent *

+ programs (those in operation 3 years
or less) were more likely than older

‘8

—— ’

Chart l.——Staffing'érrangements for schoo

Percent of
+ total job
placenent programs ‘

.

programs to rely solely on the staff
of the school district. The older
programs showed more use of both the
LEA and LES staffs. Chart 1’shows
the staffing arrangements for edch ‘'
type of €lient and for various program
ages. ‘

e

district, job placement‘programs by .
type of client ‘servea ang age of program: Unjited States, fall 1976

.
»

=

6 or
more

’
years

Age of
program

495
years

0-1

years years

\‘ Stu@s : £

.

2-3
years
L)

Grédugtea

. 6 or
4=5 more A
years  years

’

-1 2-3
years , years

4-5
years

« Dropouts

6 or -
more
years

- TYPE @E CLIENT SERVED

.
o LEA staff only ~ °

‘ LES staff only:
*I™] Both LEA and LEs Staff

FEE T t
. .




o . oL ¢ " T . B v
» ' ‘ - =~ , "
K] , - v w.,
Y ’ - .
- - In order to obtain an appropriate that they gave plagement assistance
. measure of the actual use of schdb to fewer than 30 Percent of their
district- job placement services, the highe.school students., Two out of P
school districts were asked to esti- . every three districts estimated that -* *
. mate the.percent of students still in they gave assistance to fewer than 40
. school who were given placement ser- percent of their.high. school students.
‘ vices each year and the perceht of The percent of students and school.
) . those who had left school (graduates leavers (graduates and dropouts) .
o, - and 'dropouts) yho were also provided judged to be receiving services from
» ’ * these services. About half of the . the school districts,is shown in
R districts serving students estimated Table 6. ¥ 1 v
S ; > . -
' Table 6.--Students and leavers (graduates and dropouts) receiving job placement -
) . . . assistance from,school districtsg each year: United States, fall 1976
- - - ’ * ' J
o7 A Number of school percent of schoql
R | percent of clients Ihdistricts providing |districts providing ‘
' : < Client receiving services services services 1/° - -
. ° . P r.. _ ..
L . - . . -~ N i
' . 4 Students . 0-9 494 nm, .
. o 10-19 .. . 979 . 21 ) ' .
T . 20-29 767 17 v .
SRR . v e 30-39, o 841 ¢ , 18
' T ' ot " 40 or more : - % 539 v o b v 233 . o
‘ - .",‘ . R . g . ~
. - N ‘ N ' 7 T . . ,
. _Leavers ’ 0-9, “s . 1,821 . - 43
o ) 10-19 . 414 . 10 -
7 . . 20-29 ' >~ 413 . 10 . ' ‘
] J30<39 o . ~ 333 - oo 8 S ’
. i 40 or more s . s 1,243 - 29 . ,
< : . ) . ~ ~ £ ‘ _ L ’
1/ Percents dre based on a total numbr_?r of 265 school ajstricts that responded !
’ to question 4a, or a, total of 4,620 (weighted) scﬁ:ool districts. The leaver
. 5 ’ .. percentages are based op 253 responses, ‘fot a total-of 4,224 ;weightied) .
as school districts. - T '

R - - - -
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O Characteristics of School Districts | (58) of the total number of .platement
- : wi-th Placement Programg - pgograms, however, their enrollments
- included only ® percent of the Nation's
In order to examine the character- secondary studgnts., Table.7 shows the -
istics of school districts with formal numbers of school distric¥s with job '
- . job placement programs, total district placement programs by enrollment size
#»,M“ llment, including both elementary and by the number and percent of all
- /?n'gqsecondary students,“was used, secondary students enrolled in schools
C Small -school districts (less than with programs. 3 . [ 3
) C° 2,500) constituted a high petcent . : . - ) . v
S . .
- ’Table 7 --School dxs.txucts with job placement programs by total ,enrollment sxz’-e“m ’ .
- . and secondary enrollmerit: United Stﬁtes, fall 1976 X
) } » . .
. . A Y >
hd L S P
s ' . School districts with placepent progfams .
. ‘ . ] \
" "
) - ) s UL " | Nudber of Percent of [
. E:nrollment sxze . ’ ‘. . enrolled total . J
’ (elementa y and Number of Percent of | secondary ° secondary ¢
* . -secondfry) . districts districts sStudents 1/ ] enrollment 2/
F e e R . S SRS B : e N &
.Y Total : . 1 5,161 . | 100, | 12,600,000 ‘ .66 B
7 ¢ PRI . : g ) 20
. f Less than 2,500 02,979 58 1,285,000 - _ ‘\.'.; 7 <,
4% To0s00 - 45999 . | Tle79 - 19| 1,701,000.%| . o '
- 5,000 - 9,999, - 677 .13 2,155,000 = 11. ) -
( i 10,000 - 24,999 - 38,3\\3 . 7 /2,646,000 H 14 ‘\ o
: 25,000 or more . 143 7 3 4,826,000 : 25 . !
’ 4 - - : P .
< 1/ .Numbers 1n this and other tables may ‘hbtaado to totals daue to roundlng. ‘
= 2/ Total enrollment is 19 200, 000—-the total number of secondary stuaents . .
- : . enrolled in school districts with grades 11 gnd 12 in the U.S. i
- . ., , -
2 (3 h I Iy :
» - - . " &
~ ’ - ¥ ) o i -
- - > ST T ‘
¢ T . N
¥ - . i . 0 . .
, - 3 - ' =
. - 5
" - ,7 4 ““ ,_"\; ., -
A é;’ ~ i o
- -, e [ iy Al
) - ) ‘" : :% \/
. ’ Y4 . tre ‘ ‘ ’/ -
v ‘ . - - L. - N ” '/( ¢
.,'; ' , . ) Paie E.
; . L . ' \ "i, Y )‘:4\4/‘ B .
£ " . a $ -
S — M DU T e . :
. v - - 2- L.
L Vo L P ) X Ty
. \ . ~ R . e
; Q — P - .]. {) \ [y ‘




.{»
:, ; \ ;r/ \ L E
PN £ ’ . . \ :
4 P ,
* - 3 . v o . .
P . S S -
* A j - - 3 - R ‘
N ‘ ‘ “‘ ‘ - ) - -
. \ a . N
‘ 4
o . Despfte the heavy concentration E serv1ng students‘cxmmared to 35 per~
of job placement programs in small . cent of the districts with-less than
. school districts, large schqol dis- * 2,500 students. Table*8 shows the
tricts are still more likely-to have , . percent of placement programs within
* placement programs. In fact, 71 per- . €ach enrollment size.classification

- . cent of all districts of 25,000 or
,d/f more\ students have placement programs

for ,each of the client groups.

[

» - i s w 4 -
able I8.~-School districts with job~ placement prdgrams bxsenfollment size and
, * . type of client: United States, fall 1976, ‘ ’f
- A ) * .
. ‘ — \ ‘ s
. 4 V4
School districts with placement programs serving each "
¥ A _— type of client, as a percent of all school distriets -
Lt - with grades 11 and 12 o
. . R R
’ Enrollment 'size - ° — . .
. (elementary' and , . Any .combination
\\ segondary) Students, Graduates Dropouts of clients ’
X :
e T = -
Q total - ~ .41 ' 2y 27 ! 44°
. ’ , - R , -
I A Hess than 2,500 >; | : 35 f e w22 . 21 - .~ - 38 .
. ‘2,500 -~ 4,999 ° " 46 37 P31 Y 1 51 )
. N 5»,000 - 9,999 % 64 46 47 . 65
. 10,000~ 24,999 - o 6 Tt 54 e 52 69
25, 00% or more\‘ . 1 . 60 61 78 -
-‘"& N
. 2 ‘?4"4,3 y ; . . . -
A R i N J » . ] N .
id ) In addition to ehrollment size, 8.6 percent to 36.5 percent "poverty"
- < the stugénts’ fam11y income level children; and low family income fLFI),
¥ in the school districts was also . i 5 for di'stricts with 36.6 percent or 7
examined to detetmirie if it had a - | ° more "poverty" chlldren. s
. bearing on the ava11ab111ty of job ’

LA placement programs in the district. . Table 9 indicates that 55 percent
3 . Three fam1ly'1ncome lévéls were com- of the school districts in th® HFI
\i:) sidered in the analysis, .based on the category had.placement programs, while

: percentage of "poverty} children 5-17 only 40 percent of the districte in .
. \ years of age in the distriet in 1970. the-MFI°category and 39 percent of
l,;ﬁg . "Poverty children ar& ‘those ‘'whose ..+ those in .the LFI category did. The
”ﬁf; . family income falls beldw. the- poverty disparity. between these percentages
“ . . line, according to the Orshansky Bov- may be partially due to the fact thay
= . erty Index (see appendix I). The - the HFI category contain’s proport1dn-'
el three levels of fam11y incomes used . ally fewer small ‘school districts than
- # ‘ weré: high family 1ncome (HEI), or the other two eategories do. For ex-
I fewer than 8.5 percent "poverty" " ample, the percents of small districts
children in the dlstrlct-~med1um fam-~ in the HFI and LFI categories are 52
. >, ily income (MFI), for distrlcts w1th percent and 76 percent, respectlvely
a o ) (appendi\I).
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\ School districts with placement ptogtaﬁs,
. L . as a percent of all school districts with
‘ ‘grades 11 and 12 for each category
. rd i
# . . N . -
All family High family | Medium family { Low family
Cllqu.setved income levels incone * income income
’ - - ~ .
N - , D ﬂ » "
All progyams . 44 55 - , 40 ‘39 ’
y L] .
Students \ » 41 50 34 ~37
Graduates ) 29 . 30 27 NS 33
Dropouts 27 . 36 23 ¢ 30 :
! A) ) ;/; ‘. ¢ )
, \ T- -‘ R Y ) '

~from the sur

.

N
0l

-,
40

Table 9.--School dlstrlcts w1th placement programs by fam11y ;ncome level and

type of c11ent served: United States,--fall 1976 P
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jonwide estimates obtaihed
ey on Jjob placément ser-_
d by school districts
convey an overall picture, as.of fall
1976, of the'extent and naturé of
fokmal job placement programs avail-
able to students, qtaduates, and drop-
‘outs,

“The nat

vices provid

. The survey findings iﬂ&}éated .
that the number of school djstrict
placement ptogtams has. increased sig-
nificantly- during recent ,years, and
that placement services were generally
available to a large proportion of
.secondary school students. Only lim-
ited use was made of these services,
however. - Th® survey results also in-
dicated considerable’ involvement of

-
’ . H

R FPTO SR

o , . L

(Y4

congusioN .

P
N

; . -
> . ~

: IQ;ZI employment services staff xn

Y

providing placement services, parti-'
cularly in the programs which were.
.+ more\ than foug years old. .

»
S

Assessment -of the quality of the’
placement programs was not w1th1n the
scope or objectives of this surveéy.
However, such an assessment might be
useful to provide a.more complete 'pie- -
ture, espec1a11y in light -0f the recent
origins of a latge toportron of the
programs. The results of this survey
provide the background for further stuay™
and help fill a critical gap in informa-
tion available about job placement “ser~

.- vices offered by school districts iH the
Unlted States. - e 7
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-Thé Fast Resoonse Survey System

. ¢ The Fast Response Survey System
. © ' (FR8S) was established by NCES for the
* rapid «collection of data on important
" tducational issues. The system fo-
- cuses on information that SS not avail-
able from other sources and-that is
narrowly limited in scbpe. *
. The FRSS covers s1x°educat1ona1‘
. ‘sectors. They are: .

. State educatidﬁ’agencies (SEAs)
Local education agencies (LEAs)

Publrd‘elementary
) . schools I
. — -
- : Nonpublic elementary and
secondary schools .

. ‘y

Institutions of higher education

Lagofspcondary

\L RS N ,
T % Noncollegiate péstsecondary-
X schools with o6ccupational
. ; programs.

. For each sector except- the SEAs, a
stratified’ random sample has been
designed td ‘allow valid national esti-
mates ta be made. The sample sizes
range from 500 to 1,00Q. All 51 SEAs
. are canvassed. -7 :

A data collection network involv-

. 4 1ng both respondersg; 4nd chor&fnators

: as developed in q‘éh sector. The “¢o-
- ainator's rqle is. ta 5sist in the
) data collection by m‘%@ lining liaison:
{ with the sampled inst tufions or agen-
cies. The responders were selected to
represent their institutiong or agen-
cies and are responsjble for complet-
. ing the questionnaires. . ;

R,

The FRSS is designed to collect
and report small amounts of data with-
' in short time periods, probably rang-

' 1ng from 6 to#10 weeks. The number of
quest1ons is typically three to five
in order to encourage'qu1ck Zesponse

J
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—-ciently.

T

with minimum burden.

The Fast .Response Survey System
provides NCES with a mechanism for . *
furnishing data quickly and effi-

All aspects of the system-—-
the sample design, the network of ’ - ~
coordinators and responders, and the *
short questionnaires--have been de-
signed for that purpose.

Methodology for "the LEA Survey of Job
Placement Assistance

_For this study, a national sam- R . ¢

~ ple of 600 local education'agencies ‘

4,c1rchmstances.

11

(LEAS) was drawn with probability
proportional to size from the uni-
verse of apprQX1mate1y 15,000 public
schoolX dis icts in the United States.
The univer of LEAs was stratjified -
by-enrollment size class and the ‘ oo
Orshansky Poverty Index pr1or to , N
sample selection.

>

The sample was réﬂgged to 596 -
53%991 di strlcts, afte orrect1ng
far school d1st§act mérgers and other
Sixty strlcts in
th1s samg}e that did not have grades .
1¥ and-12 were out of scope for this .
survey, and dther school districts
chose not to participate. Therefore,
,£he number of school districts finally
“included in the ‘survey was 520. On
receipt of 93 percent of the question-
narres,_the data collectlon effort was
halted . . . .

B

A weight adJustmentqwas made, to
account for survey nonresponse. The
we1ght adjustment was calculated for
each ‘cell of a two-way tabulation .of
responses. This tabulation made use i 3
of the enrollment size and the Or- __— ’
shansky Poverty Index classification
of each school district. The result-
ing weighteéd survey responses repre-.
ent the 11,637 school districts with
ades 11 and 12 in the United States.
Table:-A shows the cell and marg1na1
totals used in the welghtrng. -
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Table -A.--Universe of pub11c school dlstrlcts w1th grades 11 and 12 by
, * senrollment size and poverty Andex .
. z s -
“ - e Lt Poverty Index ,
. . . ‘
‘ - Wl 8.5 percent | 8.6 - 36.5 over 36.6
* . . and less percent percent
C. o 1 >+ { (high family (medium family (low family
‘Enrollment size rotal income) “income) income)
Total o, 11,637 3,552 6,970 1,115
‘Less than 2,500 7,915 r,835 5,236 844
2,500 - 4,999 1,936 904, 857 176
5,000 - 9,999 1,046 507 463 _76
10,000 -~ 24,999 . 555 . e 261 276 “19
25,000 and over . - 184 46 139 0
Source« - Merket‘Déta,Retrieval Combingd Mail File}‘fall 1975
. ’ ’ '
L ‘.' ' PR v
sthansky Poverty Index % 3 e o # ,blned Mail Flgg. ﬁ - . T3
7 ] . ¢
% + The Orshansky Poverty Index isva . Standard Errdrs of Statistids '

‘urban status of the district.

S

-enrollment figures were

measure to determine the
tevel for family incaomes.

poverty
in . calcu-

fating this index for school districts,

the number of "poverty” ghildren in a,
district is determined as those chil-’
dren between ages 5 and 17 whose fam-
ily income falls below_ the "poverty -
ine. The poverty level is calcu-.
lated using the fam11y 1ncome, the.
fhumber of children in.the family, the
‘type of household head, and the rural-
The
socio-economic data used were taken
,from the 1970 Census. The number of
"poverty" children was then divided
by the total number of children aged
5 to 17 in the district to calculate
an index of Ppoverty" children for
eacl district., The school digtrict
statistics and the secondary
aken from the
.Fall 1975 Market bData Retriéwal Com-

v

.

"y -~ All statements, of comperison made

in the text are significant at a 1.6

standard error level or better. 1In

other words, the chances are about 90}5'

in 100 that the difference between a

sample estimate and the universe figure

f is less than 1.6 times the standard
error. -

. ' \

) Y The re11ab111ty of estimated pem=
cents presented in the tables may be® -
determined by using Table B, Approxi-

. mate Standard Errors of Percents. -The
. .values 1n Table B are generalized stan-
dard errofs for all percents, calcu-

"lated from the base figures given.

Standard errors for intermediate values
not shown may be approximated by inter-
polation. sStandard errors, of estimated

- numbers are g1ven 1n _Table Cs
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Table B.~--Approximate standard errors of percents
).
. = ~ . .
‘ Stapdard error when base is: N
percent’ 11,000 5,500 2,750 1,375
~ -5 or 95 ’ 1.8 2.5 ¢ o 3.6 5.0
. 10 or 90 . 2.4 3.3 4.8 6.6
15 or 85 - 2.8 3.9 5.6 7.8°
20 or’80 * 3.2 4.5 6.4 9.0
30 or:70 3.7 5.2 7.4 10.4
.40 or;‘GQ. . 3.9 5.5 7.8 11.0
50 4.0 5.6 8.0 ¢ 11.2
< — ;
M . - ' —
. \ ~ - . .
- e . IN
Table C.--Approximate standard errors of estimated numbers
< - \ -
Ty ' Size of estimate ¥ Standard error . . .
: ) < e '
- . 100 . 99 ” ‘; .
. - © 250 135 , -
, d 500 C 190 « " .
- ,000 » 260, ‘
» /500 305 .
. 21000 345 . °
21500 .. =380 .
000 ; 405 ; - ‘
4,000 . T 2N )
: 5,000 © 455 ‘
. 36,000 465" - so
’ 7,000 455¢ .
' 8,000 430
9,000 366
10,000 .. 32¢ - .
. 11,000 200, , : e
11,637 0 !
AN
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- Fast Response -

Survey System  t
v e,

[ . \
-

Dear School District S\upcnmcndcm' ! ) .
b R .

Thes is the first schdol distret survey to he canducted weth the
Fast Respouse Survey System € S). The purpuose s to gather

e data on the type and amoant of formal job placcment ussistance
/ . provided'for high school studentd by local schonl districts. alone
/. or in collahoration with other agencics. No national data exist

on this subject. yet such data ark nceded to assist n detennming
approprate Federal activity in tfic student placement area This
susvey has been coordinated with the Fast Response Panel of

o the CEIS Subcomnuttce on Data Acquistiton, Please complete
the questionnatre and return it within a week to'the :ddrcss on

‘ } 4
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EOUCA'rION,‘ANvaELFARE .
* EQUCATION OIVISION
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EQUCATION STATISTICS .
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20202° - . : .

o D " . . . v -
+ L i - . - ’} ) ON‘ oo -~ / . ) Cc‘
1 [Ad g N * 2 . . 's . / . < R
- . N - - . . N L3 -
[ . e ~ . - -
¢ . o - ’ PR .
. . - - iR ., - 7 .
H - A‘ T - - b N A &
. 4 : - . - APPENDIX -II, ’ ) -
. e : S ¥
~ Survey Form ) s st e
v 1 - ‘ . . ’ L 5
B . . . . I
. . H
L 4 . A 4:‘\ N N “ / . .
) i ¢ -, ..
. - . 2 P
. . . . .
/ . \ e .
¥ ? ".. N <
+ « 4 &

FORM APPROVED
oMB NO. 51 R1191
Y

~ -
R *

Lo

A .

e hack of-this fonm. 11 you widi to contact — cone
cermpg tns survey , please calt Jeanctie Gdor. FRSS Project
Officer. at (202) 245.7843, Thanh yoy for your asninde,

’ .

< . Sincerely. - .
S oy ‘o * .
e - T Taadpais.
P * ¢
’ Marte D, Bldrdge ~ -
Admntrator, NCIS .

Y

, SCHOOL DISTHICT SURVEY DF ..
R JOB PLACEMENT ASSISTANCE -

\Thn'r-'pon s suthoruzed by law (20 U.S C. 1221 e-1]. While you
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—

DEEINITIONS 1 OR PURPOSES O1 THIS gURVI'Y' Ve ¢ -

' .
A Job Macement Assistance refers to formal sérvives 16 help igh whinal
stadents or ihow whn deave school f(graduates and dropoats, ¢ alled
“leavers” i tns surver) find part-teme, full-thie ar swimwer jobs, Thew
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N .
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. . . - - o
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P e . Coem ey e
7 High Schools reley Yo whools thag melude atieast gradenv 13 and £2, 02

These tnclude Designated Area Vocattonal Schsalssf they are opeiafed ".
. : .

H your schoot district has no high school as defined sbove, chegk,
here and complete items 5a and 5b and retyrin ths form. RN

T DOES YOUR SCHOOT\DISTRICT PROVIOE JOB PLACEMENT SERVICES T HIGH *_ |2 W
GH ONE OF THE ARRANGEMERTS

SCHOOW STUOENTS OR LEAVERS THRO

LOW OOES YOUR SCHOOL BISTRICY PRG- ¥

H‘I{H DF THESERVICES HE.LIST 8E.
VIOE? (Check all that apply )| -

LISTEO? [(Teuk Hic appropnaic hoves )
] 7 ] 7 SERVICES PROVIOEO FOR ¢ : . -
SERVICEszOVIOEO THROUGH ~STU LJRaoU OROP R 3 Jph order 13king and hsting
! oENTs |Zates | ouTs | NOONE ] = . -
a.:‘...n o v
. b Job foliciaton - . . (4
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» b F ) zed srrangement with

D <, F(flegval 10 10b openings

local & oyment service (LES} ,i r . .
g v Y L] . ’ » .
et I A e tolowsp
'domerISpnmlh} ° L | o.lnu;ucuonmlou:earch techmdues |+
* 4
" . : ' t Other [Speciyvy . ¢ .

« L1 ”NO ONE” wg'sduckod for ol lines above, complete Items 58 and 5b and retura this form.

3. INDICATE THE NUMBER OF HIGH SCHOOLS IN YOUR SCHOOL DISTRICT WHOSE

" STUOENTS ARE PROVIOEO PLACEMENT ASSISTANCE AT THE LOCATIONS LIST- }4s, ABOUT WHAT PERCENTAGE OF YOUR KIGH

> 'EQ BELOW, [Count cach school only once in cotupleting lines a through [}

SCHOOL STUDENTS ANO LEQVERS {rradu~ o
ates ordropouis] ARE GIVEN FORMAL JOB

A A
LOCATION OF SERVICES : NUMBER OF ScHOOLS | PLACEMENT ASSISTANCE EACH YEAR?
» : - -~ [STUOENTS LEAVERS R
. ». Central LEA focation only ‘. . Y 9% . ¢ % .
~ . 4b FOR HOWMANY YEARS " IYEARS .
. R S b, Centrat focal employmént sarvice (LES) location only HAS YOUR SCHOOL OIS. - .
. - - = TRICT PROVIOEOQ A FOR- T
‘e ¢. Combination of central location end schoot site ¢ - "GRS‘L“:ILACEMENT PRO- . L. '
. . . —_—F'_*
> - s hd 1 & ‘
= : v '_‘ N
© e+ 7 4 Schoolute only , 5a,NAME OF SCHOOL DISTRICT J PO
. P ST . =z o B
Lt ‘.1 eOther locnionlcgnpiwuon (Specify} N .. s : ol
~ - — - — - )
. {>NoServices offersd at eny tocation ’ .
i ¢ = . G
TOTAL NUMBER OF HIGH SCHOOLS IN LEA {as defined above] . 5b.NAME OFSTATE * % v '
. {Should cqual sum of Lines a through f above.) ° . ' .
NCES FORM 2378-2, 9/7¢ , - . . 4 - :
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